Introduction
Biopolitics and the road ahead T he invited forum that appears on the following pages was inspired by a unique interdisciplinary conference held over the summer called the Illinois Biology and Politics Summer Institute (see http://www-app. igb.uiuc.edu/ibpsi/index.html). Held at the University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, the Institute brought together graduate students, researchers, and an assortment of faculty from around the country to engage in a dialogue about the biological underpinnings of political behavior while hearing from leading researchers in genetics, neuroscience, and political science.
The Institute, organized by political scientist Ira Carmen and evolutionary biologist Gene Robinson, focused on the new field of sociogenomics-the study of the genetic bases of social behavior and related environmental influences. Individual sessions addressed a diversity of topics, including biological antecedents to personality traits and political attitudes, biorhythms and behavior, methods in studying biology and social behavior, and bioethics and politics. A common theme running throughout the presentations, as Ken Blanchard notes in his informative conference report, was the dynamic relationship between genotype and phenotype, a relationship that can be very responsive to environmental inputs.
At the end of the sessions participants were asked what discussion threads they would like to pursue and considerable interest was expressed in identifying topics in political and social science that are amenable to study from a biological or evolutionary perspective. To nurture these interests and address what seems to be a broader need, we thought it made sense for the journal to organize a symposium on ''biopolitics and the road ahead.'' Much has happened in biopolitics over the past decade and research seems to be expanding at an ever-increasing pace. It seems fitting at this juncture, and on the 150th anniversary of the publication of Darwin's On the Origin of Species, for board members to weigh in with their perspectives. Following Blanchard's conference report, therefore, are three commentaries by editorial board members assessing some of the unanswered questions in biopolitical research. The forum opens with an overview by Brad Thayer on biopolitics and international security studies in which he observes that many authors, even today, continue to address ''root'' causes of warfare, ethnic conflict, and international security without acknowledgment of the biopolitical approach or an understanding of how evolutionary perspectives can add to the study of these topics. Many political and social behaviors, therefore, continue to be explained by other social factors.
Considering the mounting evidence from sociogenomics, Blanchard rightly observes in his report that ''the day will not dawn again when a social scientist can insist that every social fact must be explained solely by another social fact.'' Although the gap between the human sociogenomics project and its achievements remains wide, those working in the international security area-and political science generallywould perhaps do well to familiarize themselves with some of the current work coming out of evolutionary biology to develop a more complete understanding of environmental influences on behavior.
Bartha Maria Knoppers and Ma'n Abdul-Rahman take up a policy concern in their commentary, noting the growing threat to health privacy with the emergence of large-scale populational databases used in genetic research that enable the easy sharing of genetic information. They focus attention on three new realities that are now motivating a review of policy in this area, including the need for greater understanding of what constitutes normal genomic variation; the shared nature of genetic information; and, the notion of genomic databases as global public goods. Current practices and advances in technology suggest that health privacy should be thought of as involving more than protecting the individual rights of patients and research participants.
Rounding out the forum is a reflection by Laura Betzig on social hierarchy and the importance of environmental influences on sexual practices, which she argues made the New World-with its space, natural resources, and fecundity-a sexually egalitarian and reproductively prolific place. The colonial landscape, with its ''pleasant plaine hills, and fertile valleys, one prettily crossing another, and watered so conveniently with fresh brookes and springs,'' in the words of Jamestown founder John Smith, gave everyone who wanted it the opportunity to eke out a living and transmit their genetic heritage.
Life back then, of course, was much harsher and less fair than this but it is provocative to consider the extent to which abundant space and resource-intensive landscapes help promote some form of sexual egalitarianism and democratic rule.
